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Signer Laffranchi's arguments may be summarized thus :

(1)                                             The style of these quadrantes is unlike that of the
sestertii, dupondii, and asses of Augustus, bearing moneyers'
names, but identical with that of the quadrantes of Caligula
and Claudius.

(2)                                               Such of the moneyers as we can trace may with better
reason be assigned to the end of the reign of Tiberius than to
the reign of Augustus.

(3)                                              The survival of the names of moneyers on the smallest
denomination, after they had disappeared from the larger,
is not so very surprising, and analogies can also be adduced
for the omission of the name of the Emperor.

(4)                                             In finds these quadrantes always occur in company with
coins of Caligula and Claudius, never with coins of Augustus.

I will first attempt to answer these arguments and then,
add some evidence on the other side.

(1)                                            Style is a difficult matter to discuss.   For myself I
cannot see the identity of style and fabric between these
quadrantes and those of Caligula and Claudius.  Considerable
similarity there certainly is, but not enough to require us to
place the two series immediately together.   Neither series
of quadrantes bears any close resemblance to the larger
denominations.   Coming to details, I would point out that
the S. C. on this series of quadrantes is markedly distinct
from that on the quadrantes of Caligula and Claudius and
very similar to that on the sestertii, dupondii, and asses of
Augustus.

(2)                                             Since we have no means of proving that our moneyers
are the same as men of like names mentioned elsewhere,
arguments based on this ground can hardly be conclusive.
As a matter of fact, there is no clear evidence here in favour
of Signor Lanranchi's view.   We find on these quadrantes a
moneyer Apronius; if we accept the ordinary dating, we can,
identify him with an L. Apronius, who was consul in 8 A.D.
A " P. Silius, P. f." was consul in 3 A.D. ; he may well be
the Silius of our coins.    The C. Rubellius Blandus, who
was "quaestor divi Augusti" and consul before 20 A.D., and
the Livineius Begulus mentioned by Tacitus in the year
20 A.D, may be identical with the moneyers C. Rubellius
Blandus and Regulus.   The Betilienus Bassus, mentioned by
Seneca as a quaestor of C. Caesar, cannot, on our dating, be
identified with the moneyer ; he may, of course, have been his
son or grandson.   The fact is that our information about the
moneyers is far too slight and indefinite to justify us in
drawing any certain conclusion from it; I cannot see that
it militates against the ordinary attribution.